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CORRESPONDENCE.
THE COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS AND THE COURTS OF

LAW.
SIR,-When any discussion is clouded with personalities, it is, per-

haps, no wonder that principles are overlooked; but one cannot help
feeling curious to know on what principle the Board of Censors of the
College of Physicians entertained the complaint made to them by one
Fellow of the College against another Fellow on account of evidence
given by the latter in a court of law. The by-laws of the College lay
down rules of conduct and demeanour to be observed by its members
towards each other in their professional duties, that is to say, in their
duties as physicians ; but the ancient men who framed these by-laws
wisely forbore from making futile regulations as to conduct or de-
meanour outside the limits of professional duty, and they would pro-
bably be not a little astonished at the boldness of their successors in
office, could they know that the authority of the Censors had been ex-
tended to regulating the, words and the temper of physicians, who, in
the discharge of their citizen duties, were called upon to give evidence
upon oath in courts of law.
The Board of Censors have, in the first place, expressed a strong

opinion respecting the evidence given by two of their Fellows in the
Bravo inquest, as being, in the one case, " very objectionable, from
being so open to misinterpretation", and in the other, because "the
answers given in court indicated considerable warmth of feeling"-
faults which, if they existed, one would have thought it was the proper
function of the court itself to deal with.

In the second place, the Board of Censors have laid down what
seems to be a new rule of conduct for medical witnesses, which can
scarcely be accepted without further inquiry, and, perhaps, not without
the sanction of higher authority.

This new rule appears to be that, if one medical witness should hear
evidence given in a court of law by another medical witness which is
" open to misinterpretation", the former is bound to communicate to
the latter " the impression made on his mind, so as to give the oppor-
tunity of publicly repudiating the interpretation put upon his words".
The inevitable result of such a rule, if adopted, will be that the

lawyers and the public will understand that medical evidence has been
pre-arranged by private conference, with the intent that no medical
witness may find his " position in the case" prejudiced. The elucida-
tion of truth in the interests of the public does not seem to have been
so much regarded in this judgment as the witness's " position in the
case", a consideration which is apt to be overlooked in the proceedings
of our courts; but whether the new rule will tend to improve the
medical witness's " position in the case" is much to be doubted.
The proceedings of our courts of law provide tolerably effective

means of correcting evidence which is " open to misinterpretation",
and even to any improper display of " warmth of feeling"; but, to sup-
plement these checks by the private expostulations of witnesses who
have, perhaps, observed the same facts from different points of view,
would discredit medical evidence far more than these very common
faults could possibly do. Such private conference or expostulation
between witnesses would be mischievous, even when they were on the
same side of a case, or in an inquiry where no two sides were distinctly
discernible; but, in ordinary trials, either civil or criminal, it would be
simply impossible to adopt such a rule of conduct between witnesses on
opposing sides. The lawyers would forbid it; and, if it took place
without their knowledge and were exposed under cross-examination, the
court would condemn it; and the witnesses who had adopted it would
find their position very much prejudiced indeed.
One question remains. When a medical witness has found his own

evidence in more or less disagreement with that of a professional
brother, is he, or is he not, under any obligation to present himself for
re-examination ?

Practicallv, the question is answered by the fact that the conduct of
the case is not in the hands of the witness, but of the lawyer; and, if
the lawyer should claim a re-examination, the witness cannot help
himself.

But, more than this, a witness is sworn to tell the truth and the
whole truth; and, if he find that he has not told the whole truth in
his first examination, he is strictly bound by a " sense of public duty"
to pay the whole debt of testimony which he owes to the community;
and, if he were to withhold it out of consideration for the feelings of a
professional brother, he would, by so doing, place a misconceived pro-
fessional etiquette above the higher considerations of right and justice.
On the whole, it may appear that the worthy physicians who form

the Board of Censors of the Royal College had better stick to their last,
regulating with righteous judgment the consultations of the sick room,
but leaving their Fellows to follow the dictates of conscience and to
obey the rules of legal procedure when called'upon to appear in the
witness-box of courts of justice; and for medical witnesses, when they
have been ruffled in court, there is no good reason why they should
take their complaints to the Board of Censors. Surely, they had better
follow Tranio's advice, and

" Do as adversaries do in law:
Strive mightily, but eat and drink as friends."

I am, Sir, yours, etc., A FELLOW OF THE COLLEGE.

UNIVERSITY COLLEGE HOSPITAL.
SIR,-Certain inaccurate letters having appeared in the BRITISH

MEDICAL JOURNAL respecting the medical school of University College,
London, I have to request that you will give the following statements
similar prominence.

i. The question of the total relinquishment of the clinical fees by
the staff of University College Hospital has been under discussion by
its members during more than a twelvemonth, and the suggestions of
the medical staff have been met in the most liberal spirit by the Council
of the College.

2. It is sufficient to appeal to the public professional positions of the
past and present staffs of University College Hospital, to show the
fallacy of statements that the withholding of the fees had driven away
eminent and able men from the institution.

3. That the quality of the clinical teaching has not been impaired by
the nearly gratuitous nature of it, is best shown by the last return of
the College of Surgeons (BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, July 22nd,
I876), in which it will be seen that University College sent up a larger
number of candidates for the diploma of Member of the College of
Surgeons, with a smaller rate of rejections, than any other medical
school.

4. So far from the honours gained at the University of London
falling off, an investigation of the Calenzdar shows that, during the last
ten years, out of sixty possible First Gold Mledals, with Exhibitions or
Scholarships, University College men have taken sixteen, and of forty
possible Second Gold Medals they have also gained sixteen, in competi-
tion with the best men from all other schools. The total number of
" honours" gained by University College men, during the same period,
is one hundred and thirty.-Yours obediently,

THE DEAN OF THE MEDICAL FACULTY.
University College, November 15th.

CERTIFYING FACTORY SURGEONS.
SIR,-In the JOURNAL for October 28th, p. 563, is an article on

Certifying Factory Surgeons, which commences by a reference to the
Factory Act of I874, in regard to which it says, " It was coropletely
overlooked that a reduction of sixty to fifty-six hours and a half per
week implied a diminution in the work time of all the operatives in
textile factories." If your contributor means to imply that this consi-
deration was overlooked in the report presented by Dr. Bridges and
myself to the Government in 1873 (the recommendation of which was
closely followed by the Act of I874), a reference to p. 6o of that report
will show him that he is in error. That page contains the commence-
ment of the "conclusions" to which our inquiry led us, and is, there-
fore, the one to which a hasty reader would probably turn first, and to
which a reader who intended to use the report would pay the most
careful attention. We say there, " Without entering deeply into the
probable economic results of further legislative restriction of the hours


